The Mega Urban Human Agglomerations (MUHA) as an Expression of Regional Imbalance: Another Facet of the Modern Underdevelopment  by Sanchez, Jesus Morett
 Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences  223 ( 2016 )  402 – 409 
Available online at www.sciencedirect.com
1877-0428 © 2016 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
Peer-review under responsibility of the organizing committee of ISTH2020
doi: 10.1016/j.sbspro.2016.05.255 
ScienceDirect
2nd International Symposium "NEW METROPOLITAN PERSPECTIVES" - Strategic 
planning, spatial planning, economic programs and decision support tools, through the 
implementation of Horizon/Europe2020. ISTH2020, Reggio Calabria (Italy), 18-20 May 2016 
The mega urban human agglomerations (MUHA) as an expression 
of regional imbalance: another facet of the modern 
underdevelopment 
Jesus Morett Sancheza,* 
a Universidad Autonoma Chapingo. Rosario Castellanos 2332, Residencial Cruz del Sur, Guadalajara 44950, Jal. Mexico. 
Abstract 
 One of the new features of the underdeveloped countries, is the existence in them of enormous human settlements inhabited by 
millions of people in very precarious conditions, with lack of the minimum municipal services and urban infrastructure, so these 
places are cities just for its size. These are human agglomerations result of the lag of their countries and that, paradoxically, will 
make even more difficult its development. To these settlements, I have given the name of Mega Urban Human Agglomerations 
(MUHA), being evidence of the unbalanced regional development in poor countries (whose economic activities are concentrated 
in a few places) and ruin of the domestic agriculture and small-scale. Enormous contingents unable to find possibilities for 
survival in the rural areas of poor countries move to these cities. This is not a process of attraction of the cities, but of expulsion 
of the people from fields, farms and fisheries toward urban areas that offer very little chance of formal and well paid 
employment. Of the one hundred largest cities in the world, 69 are located in underdeveloped countries and there are eleven poor 
countries with cities with more than 20 million inhabitants; in contrast, in almost 60% of developed countries its largest city is 
less than 3 million inhabitants; and has reached the absurd that the region least industrialized in the world, sub-Saharan Africa, 
shows the highest rates of urban growth in the world (around 5 per cent per annum). As the trend is headed for the growth of the 
MUHA the challenge is huge for governments to guarantee people’s minimum levels of income, food, health, housing and urban 
satisfiers (infrastructure and services) as part of citizens' rights, it raises the conception of a new human right: the right to the city. 
The growth of the population in many MUHA stances great challenges to meet the needs of its inhabitants in housing, as in 
transportation, infrastructure and the provision of basic services. Which leads to think that it will be almost impossible to the 
governments of poor countries to cope with, because of the enormous costs involved. 
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1. Introduction 
The author is preparing a series of essays to prove the hypothesis that in this era of globalization, the 
underdeveloped countries manifest new features that will make even more difficult to step out from poverty and for 
them to decrease the inequality in income distribution, these features are: a weak export sector, increase of 
unbalanced regional development, mega “cities”, extractive economy, increase of food vulnerability, 
denationalization of the industrial production and establishment of enclaves of export industries, reorientation of the 
domestic bourgeoisies to exporter raw materials, loss of sovereignty of the domestic banking and undervaluation of 
the currencies, diversion of resources toward international reserves inactive (but indispensable for maintaining the 
exchange parity), free trade treaties disadvantageous and asymmetrical; and, in the political sphere, superficial 
democratic advances and huge weakening of the Nation-State, coupled with the insurgency of criminal groups and 
which clearly distinguishes the insurgency of previous decades, which was fighting for better living conditions 
(economic and political). This essay has the objective to demonstrate one of these new features of poor countries: the 
increase in the MUHA. In general the population from the rural areas served as the basis for the growth of cities and 
was a result of the industrialization process it needs workers for the factories and services, particularly in the early 
stages of industrial development, because of the subsequent supplied of workers of the same cities; currently in poor 
countries, the growth of the cities is the result - to a large extent - the failure of agriculture that makes impossible the 
life in the rural areas, to the extent that it is estimated that - on a planetary scale - migrate to the cities an average of 
200,000 people each day. As a result, appears a vicious circle in which the abandonment of the agricultural activities 
are translated into a decrease in food production, with the consequent loss of food self-sufficiency; so that another 
new feature of the underdeveloped countries is also poor domestic food production. There is currently not a 
generalized process of industrialization in the underdeveloped countries to attract the inhabitants of rural areas to 
work in the cities, on the contrary, it expresses a clear process of de-industrialization and, in very few countries and 
very few places, a process of reindustrialization - under the modality of export enclaves - that the foreign companies 
take advantage of the poor countries for foreign direct investment (low wages and precarious working conditions, 
exchange rate artificially low and few regulations to conserve the environment). Unlike the developed countries 
where in their cities there are areas where the poor live, in the underdeveloped countries a large part on their 
megacities is constituted by poor neighbourhoods, with the four components of slums lacking (improved water, 
improved sanitation, durable housing and sufficient living area) and also with severe deficiencies in transport, on the 
garbage collection, without green areas, with great insecurity and great violence, and with very few opportunities of 
formal work for its inhabitants. Unfortunately the global trend is toward the growth of urban areas mainly in poor 
countries. The MUHA are an enormous challenge for public policy, because to those places are moving rural 
poverty, now more than ever there are in the underdeveloped countries cities that have two faces: the modern with 
all the services and the poor that lack almost all of public services; and between them is frequent the presence of 
walls that divide them (for example in Rio de Janeiro, Lima or in Buenos Aires). Currently, UN-Habitat estimates 
12% of the humanity living in someone of the 200,000 squatter settlements that exist (slums, favelas, lost cities) and 
it is estimated that they will double in the next three decades and it is estimated that its population will have little 
chance of finding a formal employment in this places. In developed countries, the global cities are authentic world 
capitals of the industry, trade, commodities, finance, insurance, technological innovation and policy, while the Mega 
Urban Human Agglomerations are global capital of poverty. To this essay has been reviewed the state of the art, 
finding many references with respect to the characteristics of the slums, but relatively little in terms of the causes 
that have increased the migration field-city in poor countries. On the other hand, the basic source of data to this 
paper was the Global Urban Indicators Database of the UN Human Settlements Program (UN-Habitat), as the most 
comprehensive compilation of information on the world population. 
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2. The rural areas, the urban environment and the contradiction field-city 
The rural environment is essentially the space where it is carried out the agricultural and forestry production, 
which by their very nature are activities extend; while in the urban environment, the city is the space where are 
primarily the work of industry and the set of services that accompany them; being the industrial activities in essence 
intensives, by the need by economies of scale and agglomeration, to such a degree that there are very few exceptions 
as the extractive industry, shipyards and agro-industries, which by be unaffordable do it in another way or 
technically impossible, are located in very specific locations but that, in the long run, also tend to become cities 
though more homogeneous in their industrial activities. With the passage of time have urbanized spaces that were 
rurally and in the agro came new different activities to the traditionally developed in agricultural production sites. 
However, the process is antagonistic, since there continues to be a contradiction between the city and countryside; 
and the more remote rural areas or less productive are increasingly being marginalized from the development. 
Especially in the poor countries the development increases its uneven character since they appear macro 
metropolitan areas that have a double negative effect on the rural: on the one hand, the growth of urban patches 
absorbs agricultural areas of good cultivation lands (flat and located near the roads), and on the other hand, increases 
the imbalance between the regions, since the huge urban centers account for a large amount of productive activities 
and services, in addition to that toward them is directed most of the government budget, leaving vast rural areas in 
complete backwardness and with negligible government support. In the one hundred largest cities on the planet 
inhabited by nearly 757 million people, of which 519.3 million (68.6%) lives in poor countries and 237.3 (31.4%) 
lies in developed countries. Highlighting China with 15 of the most populated cities in the world, India with 9 of the 
mega cities, Brazil with 6, Mexico with 3, Pakistan, Egypt, Bangladesh, Russia, Turkey and Colombia with 2 each 
of them and Argentina with an metropolitan area (UN-Habitat, 2014). At the governmental environment there is 
very little progress in or with regard to the definition of rural and urban, in spite of the fact that its determination has 
strong repercussions in the design and implementation sectorial public policies. For the classification of urban or 
rural areas in the criterion most commonly used remains the amount of population: in Mexico, the United States and 
Thailand is considered as urban any settlement greater than 2,500 inhabitants; the UN considers urban any 
settlement more than 20,000 inhabitants, where less than 25% of the persons engaged in primary activities, while 
that lists as a city to the settlement more than 100,000 inhabitants; the Organization for Economic Co-operation and 
Development (OECD) and Eurostat, regarded as rural areas to the geographical area with a population of less than 
30,000 inhabitants and with a density below 100 inhabitants per km2; some more numerical examples criteria are 
30,000 inhabitants in Japan, 20,000 in Holland, 10,000 in Spain and Switzerland, 5,000 in Belgium, Chile and 
Austria; in Argentina, Portugal or France 2,000; while in the Scandinavian countries the entire population of 200 
inhabitants is considered urban. The definition of urban and population only by (number of inhabitants and 
population density), leaves aside the aspects which really constitute the urban and which are the most important 
economic activities that are carried out in the cities (industry, trade and services), addition of to the infrastructure 
and the urban equipment, municipal services and have all the governmental administrative functions; likewise, the 
existence of broad options of health care, education and training, fun, sport, leisure and practice of religions. It could 
be argued against that in many rural areas, mainly in the developed countries, there is infrastructure and urban 
services, the difference with the city would be, in addition to the obvious referred to primary activities carried out in 
the agricultural sector, the quantitative (magnitude and density) in relation to the equipment and urban services. 
Some examples to illustrate the difference: in rural areas there are schools, but it is unlikely that they include all the 
educational levels until you reach the university level; may have hospitals, but it is difficult that there are those who 
have all the specialties; there may be sporting facilities, but with reduced dimensions and only limited possibilities 
of choice of activities. The prerequisite for granting the status of a city to an inhabited must be based on the 
existence of certain qualities: adequate infrastructure and urban services, with a predominance of non-agricultural 
economic activities (industrial, commercial and services), full administrative functions and wide range in education, 
health and recreation. 
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3. The development and underdevelopment to urban scale: global cities and the MUHA  
Currently 7 thousand 230 million people inhabit the planet and, since the year 2008, half resided in cities, that from that 
date there was a significant change in the way of a settlement of the world, now humanity is based mainly in urban areas, 
even though, paradoxically, this does not mean progress or progress in welfare. It is estimated that in the year 2050 the 
world reach 9,000 million inhabitants and that cities continue to grow to accommodate 60% of the population in 2030 and 
70% in 2050. The United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs, said that will be added 2,500 million 
people to the urban population for 2050 and almost 90% of this increase will occur in Asia and Africa (UN-DESA, 2014). 
Currently, there are 618 large urban agglomerations, of them 502 exceeded one million inhabitants, 74 exceed 5 million, 
and 29 are above 10 million, 12 that exceed 20 million and one city with more than 30 million inhabitants. Urban areas, 
although focus to more than 3 billion people just cover 5% of the surface of the earth. (UN-Habitat, 2015). The world is 
shown as a bipolar economy (rich/poor countries) and this is also reflected in their respective cities. The international 
economy form a global network of strategic nodes interconnected, that make up a system in which trade flows, financial 
and banking are on a planetary scale and transactions with places located thousands of kilometres is made in seconds. 
These strategic nodes are located in large metropolises of influence in the world in which they have their headquarters of 
the large transnational corporations, being the places where there are the largest business, the largest economic operations, 
is also where you handle the largest banking flows, are concentrated in the main stock exchanges of the international 
financial system, in where they are generated the greatest technological breakthroughs and where political decisions are 
made more important (Pérez, 2015). This cities differ from the other metropolis because set connection of the territory of 
the country with the finance and the economy of the world, by means of complex networks of telecommunications and 
transport sectors that in them converge (Gregorio, 2011). Are The Global City, term coined by Saskia Sassen (2001), in 
reference to those cities that have become important centers of concentration and decision-making on transnational 
corporations, to such an extent that currently 40 Cities concentrate 66% of world economic activity and 85% of scientific 
and technological innovation (Toharia, 2014). Also, a multitude of companies, which is geographically located in places 
other than where it is locates its parent company, are controlled from the Global Cities. A small number of cities have 
become the centers of global economic activity, 5 stand out in the USA, 2 in Canada, 7 in Europe and 5 in Asia. Some 
of them emphasize by the financial activity (Frankfurt, Hong Kong, Amsterdam, Singapore, Shanghai), transport and 
trade (Dubai, Rotterdam), concentration of commodities (Chicago, New York, London) or in computer technology 
(Bangalore, Seattle or Northern California), and is frequent, that some of the most important cities concentrate several 
of these activities simultaneously (New York, London, Paris, Tokyo, Hong Kong). Its economic importance is such 
that they are becoming almost in new cities - State (as in the principles of mercantilist capitalism what was Venice, e. 
g.), in this way the New York economy is larger than that of the 46 sub-Saharan nations together and to add the London 
represent 40% of the global market capitalization (Toharia, 2014). The A.T. Kearney Global Cities Index (GCI) ranks 
125 cities according to 27 metrics across five dimensions, including business activity (30%), human capital (30%), 
information exchange (15%), cultural experience, and political engagement (10%). The top cities on the index 2015 
were: New York, Paris, Hong Kong, Chicago, Beijing, Seoul, Toronto, Sydney, Berlin, Melbourne, Shanghai, 
Boston and Amsterdam. The other side of the coin is the pattern of settlement in the urban areas of poor countries. It 
is not our intention to deepen in the peculiarities of the slums, because for decades and, from different perspectives, 
a host of researchers have been responsible for this (e. g. Lewis, 1964 from ethnography or Nun 1969 and Quijano 
1971, from the theory of dependence), our goal is to document the increase of them as an irreversible phenomenon 
in poor countries and as a one more of its structural characteristics, which make it more difficult to its development. 
So it only remark some of their distinctive characteristics: where the settlements grow like mushrooms and in a 
disorderly way, without structure and without planning; in land caught up to the municipalities or private owners 
and generally in areas not provided for in the plans for urban development or suitable to build houses, as very steep 
hillsides or, on the contrary, in gullies; it is also frequent that are located in old beds of streams and rivers or near 
from dumps and landfills, under high voltage power lines or above of pipelines and oil pipelines, in the same way 
with the rights of way of roads and railways or within the right-of-way. Obviously are illegal settlements because 
they contravene the land ownership laws or codes and laws of construction and planning. In the slums reigns the 
unemployment, the spread of diseases, the housing deficit, the deficiency of ways and means of transport, insecurity, 
deficiency in almost all municipal services and lack of the greater part of the urban infrastructure. To explain how 
people live in these places suffice it to some brief examples: in the city of Dhaka, with more than 13 million 
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inhabitants, only 100,000 households have access to clean water; in the metropolitan region of Manila under 10% of 
the households are connected to the sewage system. In India, where some of the world's mega-cities, seventy million 
people defecate in the open air and in the shanty is the standard practice of the theft of water to the main line that 
supplies the central area of the city. Kinshasa that is rapidly approaching the category of megacity, completely lacks 
a pipeline system of wastewater. In Nairobi, with four million inhabitants in its metropolitan area, the neighborhood 
of Kibera has only a few tens of latrines for the population of one million inhabitants (Olcina, 2011: 192). It would 
be unfair not to refer to the almost heroic capacity of resilience and undertaking of the inhabitants of the slums, from 
the energy of the survival, which has led them to find very different ways to survive. Dominique Mashini, 
documented that in Dharavi, Mumbai It is estimated that there are 15,000 informal factories of a single room and, 
however, their products have reached many parts of the planet. “Given that the productive activities occur in almost 
every home, the economy is decentralized, on a human scale and generates intensive work with their artisan 
products, reduced in technology and many times recycled. Curiously, this economic model derived in an urban 
morphology that many local spaces of high income today promote. This is an organic neighborhood, pedestrian, 
mixed-use and high density, that due to the lack of infrastructure and public amenities, they are stigmatized as 
another marginal population more” (Mashini, 2012: 1). Currently, UN-Habitat estimates that the number of people 
living in slum conditions is 863 million, in contrast to 760 million in 2000 and 650 million in 1990; it represents that 
12% of humanity lives in one of the 200,000 squatter settlements that exist (slums, favelas, lost cities) and it is 
estimated that they will double in the next three decades. In African cities, almost two thirds of the population live in 
slums, while in Latin America 80% of the population lives in cities and more than a quarter in slums or misery 
villages, slums, chacharitas, lost cities, cantegriles, callampas, trench town or favelas, as is known to the suburbs of 
Argentina, El Salvador, Paraguay, Mexico, Uruguay, Chile, Jamaica or Brazil. While in Asia in Pakistan are named 
katchi abadi and in Orangi Tow, located in Islamabad, live around 1.5 million people, being the largest in Asia; in 
India they are called jhuggi, and in Dharavi, Mumbai lives around one million people and is one of the largest in 
Asia. 
4. The urbanization of the poor countries 
Of the total 85 poor countries of Africa, Asia, Latin America and the Caribbean, in 35 of them (41.2%) more than 
half of its population lives in slums (see table 3), highlights 12 countries where more than 75% of its population 
lives in slums: Sierra Leone, Central African Republic, Chad, Guinea-Bissau, Niger, Mozambique, Laos, Ethiopia, 
Cambodia, Madagascar, Yemen and Angola. 
Table 1. Countries with more than half of its population living in slums 
Country % living in slums Country % living in slums Country % living in slums 
Sierra Leone* 97 Central African (Rep.) 95 Chad  90.3 
Guinea-Bissau* 83.1 Niger 81.9 Mozambique 80 
Laos 79.3 Ethiopia 79.1 Cambodia 78.9 
Madagascar 78 Yemen 76.8 Angola 76.2 
Somalia 73.6 Benin 70.8 Haiti 70.1 
Congo (Democratic Rep.) 69.1 Comoros 68.9 Rwanda  68.3 
Malawi 67.7 Equatorial Guinea* 66.3 Mali  65.9 
Tanzania 65 Burundi 64.3 Nigeria  64.2 
Uganda 63.4 Togo 62.1 Jamaica 60.5 
Burkina Faso 59.5 Nepal 59.4 Zambia  57.3 
Côte d'Ivoire 56.6 Kenya 54.8 Iraq  52.8 
Congo 51.7 Bolivia* 50.4   
Source: UN-Habitat, 2014. * With information of the year 2007. 
Sub-Saharan Africa (the least industrialized region of the planet) presents the annual rates of urban growth 
highest in the world 4.6%, followed by Southeast Asia 3.8%, East Asia 3.4%, Western Asia 3%, South Asia 2.9% 
and North Africa 2.5%. In this way Asia and Africa will continue to dominate the global urban growth while, in 
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contrast, the cities in the developed world are growing at a much slower pace, with annual average of 0.75%. (UN-
Habitat, 2014). In the following illustration (table 2) is seen as the population tends to concentrate in the MUHA of 
poor countries; in 28 of them, who have only one city, in that only one place living between the 20 and 60% of the 
inhabitants of the country; the situation does not change much for the poor countries that have more than one city, 
since its largest city absorbs between 18 and 53% of its total population. 
 Table 2. Distribution of the world population in cities of 28 developed countries and 56 underdeveloped 
Developed countries 
% Lives in the 
main city  
Poor countries with more 
of City  
% Lives in the 
main city  
Poor countries  
with one City 
% Lives in the 
main city  
South Korea 48  Uruguay  52.6  Kuwait  62.2 
Latvia 36  United Arab Emirates  43.5  Armenia  49.3 
Japan 31.2  Mongolia  41.9  Jordan 47.7 
Estonia 29.9  Southern Sudan  41.8  Republic of the Congo  39.2 
Israel 29.7  Chile  38.7  Panama  38.3 
Greece 29.5  Costa Rica  37.5  Dominican Republic  36.2 
Ireland 28.5  Argentina  36.3  Jamaica  34.7 
Denmark 28.1  Bahrain 35.6  Liberia  32.4 
Portugal 25.3  Georgia  32.9  Peru  31.6 
Austria 24.7  Paraguay  32.1  Gabon  31.4 
Finland 22.4  Taste  31.9  Mauritania 28.5 
United Kingdom 21.9  New Zealand  31.4  Lebanon  28.3 
Norway 21.7  El Salvador  27.9  Angola  25.9 
Sweden 21.1  Oman  26.6  Guinea-Bissau  25.8 
Australia 20.3  Hungary  26.2  Haiti  25.5 
Canada 19.5  Macedonia  25.9  Trinidad and Tobago  25.5 
Lithuania 18.8  Thailand  24.5  Azerbaijan  25.1 
Italy 18.5  South Africa  23.9  Togo  25 
Netherlands 18.2  Tunisia  22.3  Turkmenistan  23.4 
Belgium 17.9  Malaysia  22.2  Lesotho  22.6 
France 17.3  The Philippines  22.2  Senegal  22.1 
Check Republic 13.9  Ivory Coast  21.2  Sri Lanka  22 
Spain 13.5  Saudi Arabia  20.8  Sierra Leone  21.6 
Slovenia 13.1  Colombia  19.2  Central African (Rep.)  21.21 
Slovakia 7.6  Equatorial Guinea  18.6  Belarus  20.6 
Germany 6.8  Croatia  18.5  Tajikistan  20.5 
USA 6.8  Egypt  18.4  Nicaragua  20.1 
Switzerland 4.4  Iraq  18.2  Guinea  19.9 
Source: own data with data from UN-Habitat, 2014. 
The MUHA of poor countries are an expression of the rural exodus and the imbalance between regions because 
that favoring the growth in very few areas of the territories, almost always coastal regions, disregarding many parts 
of the interior of the country. There are currently 56 poor countries (45% of the total of this kind of countries) that 
count with only a great city and on average live in it 21.5% of the population of each of these countries; protrude 
Kuwait with 62.3% of its population living in its only city, in Armenia in Yerevan lives 49.3% of the population, in 
Amman inhabits 47.7% of the people of Jordan, in Brazzaville, unique city of Congo (Rep.) lives 39.2% of the 
people in the country, in Panama City 38.3% of the Panamanians, whereas 36.2% of the Dominican people lives in 
Santo Domingo and in Kingston the only city that exists in Jamaica lives 34.7% of the inhabitants of that country.  
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5. Causes of the migration field-city in poor countries  
The expulsion of the inhabitants of rural areas of the underdeveloped countries has several causes that they combine 
and enhance between if: climatic, structural and cyclical. Within the causes climatic, the global warming, accompanied 
by droughts and floods along with summers and winters atypical, affect agricultural production. The most important 
structural cause is that as a result of the debt crisis and by pressure from international financial agencies (WTC, WB, 
IMF), it organized the trade of agricultural products in accordance with the interests of the large transnational 
agribusiness companies, through multilateral agreements that forced governments to the liberalization of trade in 
agricultural products. The authorities of the poor countries applied, to a greater or lesser extent, a set of restrictive 
economic policies, which led to a reduction in public investment in infrastructure, irrigation, agricultural development, 
rural credit and agricultural marketing. The restrictions caused by the fiscal austerity and the change in the economic 
model, drastically reduced the support of governments to the small and medium farmers in poor countries. Also as part 
of the changes to the economic model, in the underdeveloped countries have been privatized public enterprises related to 
agriculture (agribusiness, agrochemicals and agricultural machinery factories, marketing companies, etc.) that were of 
great importance for the operation of the agricultural sector, in addition to the decrease of the governmental budget, the 
reduction of subsidies and the liberalization of the external and internal markets agricultural. In the new open economy 
model prevailing in the underdeveloped countries, to the agriculture was assigned the main function of generating 
foreign exchange, by what is considered strategic only the production and business oriented to external market, mainly 
raw materials and tropical products. Under these conditions a large part of the small rural family production and peasant 
production is dysfunctional, because only there are attractive those crops of export that farmers on a small scale achieve 
to offer to prices similar to those of the international market. There is an inclination in favor of large landowners and 
commercial producers, who are the main recipients of the scarce governmental support and credit. Domestic producers 
are faced with the disadvantaged condition to compete with imported food to a price artificially lower than the true 
(dumping prices), by the enormous subsidies that they farmers receive from their governments in developed countries. 
(Remember that five huge transnational companies dominate 80% of the world market for food). One of the paradigms 
of the current economic vision is to conserve inflation low and this is achieved by encouraging the importation of foreign 
products that are cheapest than the natives, even if this means to exclude from the market to domestic products, in such a 
way that one of the negative effects of trade opening, is the breakdown of production chains in the rural environment. 
Under these conditions, farmers are forced to seek, in rural areas, other alternatives to obtain economic incomes 
(something very difficult to achieve) or emigrate to the cities and up to other countries. Within the cyclical 
factors stand out, on the one hand, political instability, violence, insecurity and civil conflicts, and, on the other, 
discrimination based on gender, the phenotype, ethnic origin, religion, economic status or the level of income. By the 
foregoing currently the agricultural production is under a financial offensive. The onslaught by the control of 
agriculture was made through several mechanisms. The speculative capital, which had previously made inroads in 
the oil market, now it is also geared to the agricultural futures markets. Starting with Goldman Sachs in 1991 and 
subsequently by other companies such as Dow Jones (1998) JP. Morgan, Oppenheimer Holdings, Pacific Investment 
Management Company (Pimco) and Barclays. Among they are evident the role of speculation in the futures markets 
in grains and the Increasing raw materials demand on the part of companies producing biofuels (ethanol mainly). 
While three places in the world determined the price of food in the markets to term: Chicago Mercantile Exchange 
(CME), the Kansas City board of trade (KCBT) and the Minneapolis Grain Exchange (MGEX). Futures prices 
established in USA in these stock exchanges impact agricultural prices worldwide, and determining the current and 
future price (ETF, 2010; Kaufman, 2010; Hernández, 2010). As if that were not enough, the global financial crisis it 
did more difficult credit for agricultural activities. Throughout the world the rural producers are facing great 
difficulties to access to the credit. For farmers and small producers in domestic units would be almost impossible to 
receive loans and these people the only possibility credit is with the government rickety banking. The result of all 
this is that currently 70% of the poor countries are net importers of food, when still in the seventies were otherwise, 
major exporters of food (FAO, 2015). The dominant model of commercial agriculture in large areas, destined to 
monoculture, highly dependent on petroleum, based on the theory of comparative advantage and free trade, cause 
serious environmental and social problems. It is necessary to drastically change the current food system and the 
solution to the problem lies in the efforts of 1,500 million smallholder farmers who, by all means, has tried to expel 
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from their land and yet, today 90% of farms they are managed individually or familiar way. The solution to many of 
the problems of the city should look .... in the fields and in agriculture.  
6. Conclusions 
1. It is proposed to appoint the mega cities of poor countries as Mega Urban Human Agglomerations (MUHA). 
2. The MUHA heighten the imbalance between the regions, as the large urban centers concentrate a large amount 
of productive activities and services, in addition to that toward them is directed most of the state resources, leaving 
vast rural areas in complete backwardness.  
3. The prerequisite for granting the status of a city to an inhabited must be based on the existence of certain 
qualities: adequate infrastructure and urban services, with a predominance of non-agricultural economic activities 
(industrial and services), complete administrative functions and wide range in education, health and recreation. 
4. Although most of human beings are based mainly in urban areas, this does not mean progress or progress in 
the welfare, since 12% of humanity lives in one of the 200,000 squatter settlements that exist and it is estimated that 
will double in the next three decades. 
5. The MUHA of poor countries are an expression of the rural exodus and the imbalance between the regions. 
Currently 45% of the total of the poor countries have only a great city and on average live in it more than a fifth of 
the population of each of these countries 
6. The increase in the supply of workers from the rural environment exerts negative effects on wages, since the 
greater supply of workers is translated in wages in general more low, which influences the increase in the poverty of 
all workers and the precarious labor conditions. 
7. The expulsion of the inhabitants of rural areas of the underdeveloped countries has several causes that 
are mutually reinforcing: climatic, structural, and cyclical and those arising from financial speculation in 
commodities.  
8. In the new open economy model prevailing in the underdeveloped countries, agriculture is assigned the main 
function of capturing foreign exchange, by what is considered strategic only that production eminently business and 
oriented to the external market. Under these conditions a large part of the small domestic rural producers and 
peasants in small scale is dysfunctional. 
9. To keep inflation low in poor countries is promoted the importation of those foreign products that are cheaper 
than internals, even if this means to exclude from the market to national producers and break chains of production in 
the rural areas. 
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